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JAHES P fOX 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
SAN HATEO COUNTY 
STATE BAR NO. 
BY: RICHARD F GOOD 
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
10S0 MISSION RE> 
SOUTH SAN FRAN, CA 94080 

TELEPHONE; C41&) ftV7-S*S4 

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAlNTtPf By 



FHEI» 

SAM UATtO C&wt. V 

OCT 1619 



FILED 

MUNICIPAL COURT 

. NCBTHf RM BPAHOI 



MUNICIPAL COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN HATEO 
SAN HATEO COUNTY JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OK CALIFORNIA, 

PLAINTIFF, 

V. 



RONALD KRAMER 

7 24 S GRANT ST 

SAN HATEO. CA 94400 

•AHA RONALD LANCE KRAMER 
AKA RONALD GREEN 



DEFENDANT <S> . 



r u Morass 

AR CASE ^" fli - 
DA CASE: COM 0159603 
( FELONY > 



COMPLAENT 



SC41490 $— 
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I, THE UNDERSIGNED, SAY, ON INFORMATION AND BELIEF, THAT 
IN THE COUNTY OF SAN HATED, STATE OF CALIFORNIA : 

COUNTi 001, ON OR ABOUT 07/2S/199?, RONALD KRAMER DID 
WILLFULLY ANO UNLAWFULLY TRANSPORT, IMPORT TNTO THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA, SELL, FURNISH. ADMINISTER, OR GIVE AWAY, OR OFFER TO 
TRANSPORT, IMPORT INTO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, SELL, FURNISH, 
ADMINISTER, OR GIVE AWAY , OR ATTEMPT TO IMPOST INTO THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA OR TRANSPORT A CONTROLLED- SUBSTANCE, TO WIT, 
STANOZOLOL, AM ANABOLIC STEROID, IN VIOLATION OF HEALTH AND 
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JAMES P. FOX, DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

County of San Mateo, State of California 

State Bar No. 45169 

400 County Center, 4th Floor 

Redwood Ciry, California 94063 

By: Melissa R. McKowan, Deputy District Attorney 

Telephone: (650) 363-4677 

Attorney for Plaintiff 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE Of CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO Q$ 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, No. SC4 1 490 

Plaintiff, OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO TERMINATE 
PROBATION AND DISMISS 
ACTION PURSUANT TO PC § 1385 

Date: 4/27/01 
Defendant, Time: 9:00 
Dept: TBa 



On October 14, 1997, Defendant was convicted of sales of large quantities of two different 
types of anabolic steroids in violation of H&S § 1 1379. Thirteen additional charges were dismissed 
pursuant to the plea. Defendant was. thereafter, placed on felony probation for a period of three 
years. As a condition of his probation, he was ordered to serve six months in the county jail and he 
was specifically ordered not to possess any anabolic steroids, other controlled substances or drug 

■ 

paraphernalia 

On February 29, 2000, a probation search of defendant's business establishment and home 
revealed numerous unlabeled containers filled with powders, pills and liquids, some of which were 
tested and found to contain testosterone. Stanolonc (an anabolic steroid), GBL (Gammabuiyroiactonc), 
GHB (Gammahydioxybutyrate), and Estrenedione (another anabolic steroid). Additionally, officers 
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GEOFFREY T. CARR (SBN: 88055) 

CARR, YELEY & ADAMS 

A Professional Corporation 

605 Middlefield Road 

Redwood City, CA 94063 

Telephone: (650) 364-3346 

Fax: (650) 365-4206 

Attorneys for Defendant 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
IN AND FOR THE SAN MATEO 




THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Plaintiff, 

VS. 

RONALD KRAMER, 
Defendant. 



NO. SC41490A 

MOTION TO 
TERMINATE 
PROBATION 

Date: 4/27/01 
Time: 9:00 am 
Dept: TBA 



At the time of the Preliminary Hearing in this matter. Defendant RONALD 
KRAMER will move to terminate probation in mis case. The grounds for this motion are 
that the Defendant was convicted on December 16, 1997. He lias been continuously 
supervised since that time by Probation Officer Tim Gatto. Although the Defendant's 
probation was "revoked" pending his new charges, he has been continuously supervised 
and has had many "hoops" to jump through during this period of suspended animation. 
In other words, the Defendant has been on probation even though he was theoretically 
revoked. 

The equitable reasons for tenrunating probation arc quite simply that since his 
arrest approximately a year ago on a new charge (the matter on for prelim on today's 
date), the Defendant has worked his little fingers to the bone as an informant and general 
source of information for the Narcotics Task Force on steroid related offenses. Many 
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